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Bruno v. Bruno, 177 CA 599 . . . . . . . . .

Dissolution of marriage; claim that trial court, in vacating prior awards of postjudg-
ment interest, exceeded specific direction of remand order from Appellate Court;
whether trial court properly vacated awards of postjudgment interest that pre-
viously had been awarded in connection with alimony arrearage and bank account
in dispute between parties; whether prior awards of postjudgment interest were
inextricably intertwined with court’s earlier erroneous decision to grant motion
JSor modification of alimony and valuing bank account; whether trial court abused
its discretion in awarding defendant interest with regard to alimony arrearage
and bank account in dispule between parties; claim that trial court erred in
employing incorrect time frame and improper rate in calculating subsequent
awards of postjudgment interest; whether trial court abused its discretion in
awarding interest at rate of 4 percent; whether trial court properly held defendant
i contempt for violating court orvder; whether underlying order was sufficiently
clear and unambiguous as to support judgment of contempt.

Emerick v. Glastonbury, 177 CA 701 . . . . . . . . . . . e

Private nuisance; whether trial court abused its discretion in dismissing action as
sanction for plaintiff’s actions during trial; whether plaintiff’s continuing and
deliberate misconduct during trial demonstrated such disregard for trial court’s
orders as to warrant dismissal; claim that trial court did not adhere to standards
of stare decisis, claim that dismissal followed from finding of contempt or because
of judicial bias; claim that trial court failed to consider motions for mistrial or
requests for recusal; claim that dismissal violated plaintiff’s constitutional right
to procedural process; failure to brief claim adequately.

Garvey v. Valencis, 177 CAB78 . . . . . . . . . e

Child custody and visitation; claim that trial court improperly entered emergency
ex parte custody order in violation of statute (§ 46b-56f [c]) because plaintiff was
available, desired to participate, and was present in courthouse when court entered
ex parte order; claim that § 46b-56f (¢) mandates that hearing be completed within
JSourteen days after emergency ex parte order is issued; whether trial court’s ex
parte order expired automatically after thirty days, pursuant to applicable rule
of practice (§ 4-5); whether trial court violated plaintiff’s constitutional right to
procedural due process by entering ex parte custody order, and then extending
order for unreasonably lengthy period of time; whether plaintiff waived her right
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to object to length of hearing; whether trial court’s finding that immediate and
present risk of psychological harm to child existed was clearly erroneous.
Inre Ceana R., 177 CA TH8. . . . . . . . . e e
Child neglect; whether trial court abused its discretion in permitting respondent
Sather’s fourth appointed counsel to withdraw as counsel;, whether trial court
properly determined that de facto termination of attorney-client relationship
occurred based on father’s filing of grievance against his fourth appointed counsel
in juvenile proceeding; whether trial court abused its discretion in finding that
JSather waived his statutory right to appointed counsel by his conduct.
Ray v. Ray, 177 CAB44. . . . . . . e
Dissolution of marriage; postjudgment motion for order; motion to reargue; claim
that plaintiff failed to provide adequate record for review of claims on appeal;
claim that trial court erred by entering order establishing defendant’s child support
obligation without making finding as to defendant’s net income; reviewability of
claim that trial court improperly relied on unsworn child support guidelines
worksheet in making certain findings; claim that trial court erred by failing to
take into account defendant’s income in excess of his base salary in determining
his child support obligation; whether court’s order complied with state requlations
($ 46b-215a-1 et seq.) pertaining to child support and arrearage guidelines;
whether trial court abused its discretion by ordering presumplive minimum
amount of child support under child support guidelines and declining to enter
supplemental order based on defendant’s deferred compensation income; whether
trial court abused its discretion in denying relief requested by plaintiff in motion
to reargue.
Spencer v. Spencer, 177 CAB04. . . . . . . . . e
Dissolution of marriage; claim that trial court improperly construed term “cohabita-
tion” in dissolution judgment as not requiring evidence of romantic or sexual
relationship; whether trial court abused its discretion in granting defendant’s
motion for termination of alimony based on cohabitation; whether trial court’s
finding that plaintiff cohabitated within meaning of statute (§ 46b-86 [b]) was
clearly erroneous; claim that defendant sought termination of alimony with
unclean hands based on wilful nonpayment of alimony; whether trial court abused
its discretion in modifying alimony; whether finding that defendant experienced
substantial change in financial circumstances was clearly erroneous; whether
defendant met his burden of proving that reduction of income was not result
of meglect or culpable conduct; whether amount by which trial court modified
defendant’s alimony obligation was proportionate to decrease in his income;
whether trial court abused its discretion in denying plaintiff’s motions for
contempt.
State v. Lopez, 177 CA 651. . . . . . . . . e e e
Operating motor vehicle while under influence of alcohol in violation of statute
($ 14-227a [a] [1]); operating motor vehicle while license suspended; whether
trial court abused its discretion in sustaining objections to defendant’s attempts
on cross-examination to question state’s expert witness regarding his lack of
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knowledge as to defendant’s blood alcohol content level; whether defendant met
burden of demonstrating that trial court’s undue restriction on cross-examination
of state’s expert was harmful; whether evidence of defendant’s blood alcohol content
can be admitted where defendant charged under behavioral subdivision of § 14-
227a; whether there was substantial question regarding scientific reliability of
expert’s opinion evidence; claim that trial court abused its discretion by admitting
into evidence DVD that contained video of traffic stop; reviewability of unpreserved
claim that admission of DVD was improper on ground that it was incomplete or
potentially altered; whether unpreserved claim was evidentiary in nature; whether
admission of DVD constituted plain error; whether DVD was sufficiently authen-
ticated.

U.S. Bank National Assn., Trustee v. Blowers, 177 CA622 . . . . .. ... ......... 120A

Foreclosure; claim that trial court improperly granted motion to strike special

defenses and counterclaims; whether trial court properly determined that special
defenses did not relate to making, validity or enforcement of subject note and
mortgage; whether transaction test set forth in rule of practice (§ 10-10) applied
to spectal defenses; whether allegations in counterclaims were sufficient to estab-
lish that counterclaims had reasonable nexus to making, validity or enforcement
of note or mortgage pursuant to transaction test; request for this court to adopt
transaction test that did not include requirement that special defenses and counter-
claims have reasonable nexus to, or relate to, making, validity or enforcement of
note or mortgage; claim that trial court erred in its interpretation of scope of term
enforcement; whether trial court erred in finding that no binding loan modification
existed between parties.

Yashenko v. Commissioner of Correction, 177 CA740. . . . . . . . . ... . ... .. ... 238A

Habeas corpus; whether habeas court properly denied petition for writ of habeas

corpus, claim that trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to convey
to state petitioner’s acceptance of plea offer; claim that trial counsel rendered
ineffective assistance by failing to prevent plea offer from lapsing; adoption of
trial court’s memorandum of decision as proper statement of facts and applicable
law on issues.
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